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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the 
patent and should include that which is new in the art to which the invention 
pertains. If the patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be 
new in the art, and the abstract should be directed to the entire disclosure. If the 
patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old apparatus, process, product, 
or composition, the abstract should include the technical disclosure of the 
improvement. In certain patents, particularly those for compounds and 
compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use thereof are not 
obvious, the abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use thereof. If 
the new technical disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the abstract 
should mention by way of example the preferred modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative 
applications of the invention and should not compare the invention with the prior 
art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1 ) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be 

given. 

In the application, the Abstract states that "The animation tag makes it much 
easier for the user to reconcile the order in which objects are animated" in lines 
17-19. This refers to purported merits of the invention and should be removed or 
rephrased. 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
states and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 9, 13-14, 25-28, 32, and 41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Even-Zohar (U.S. Patent 6,738,065 B1). 

As per claims 1 , 25, and 41 , Even-Zohar discloses a method for viewing 
and controlling an animation sequence of a presentation program including 
displaying an on object user interface, in the form of a frame control count, which 
is in close proximity to the frame or object being animated and which indicates an 
animation effect sequence of the frame or object. (See Even-Zohar, Figure 3, 
element 380, and Column 12, lines 46-49. The user is able to manipulate the 
animation using the frame control count. (See Even-Zohar, Column 12, lines 48- 
49 and lines 60-65). 

As per claims 2 and 26, Even-Zohar discloses that the animation on object 
user interface, or frame control count, displays a number that represents a 
number in the sequence of input device selection actions that cause an 
animation effect on the object. (See Even-Zohar, Figure 3, element 380). 
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As per claims 3 and 27, Even-Zohar discloses that the animation on object 
user interface, or frame control count, is associated with an effect in a list of 
animation effects in animation sequence order. (See Even-Zohar, Figure 3, 
element 330). 

As per claims 4 and 28, Even-Zohar discloses that each effect in the Isit of 
animation effects represents its order in a sequence of computer input device 
selection actions. (See Even-Zohar, Figure 3, element 330, and Column 12, 
liens 27-33). 

As per claims 9 and 32, Even-Zohar discloses that when the animation 
order of one of the effects on the list of animation effects is changed, the order on 
the on object user interface, or frame control count, is also changed. (See Even- 
Zohar, Column 12, lines 48-49). 

As per claim 13, Even-Zohar discloses that only one on object user 
interface, or frame control count, is displayed if multiple animation effects are 
associated with a single input device selection action. (See Even-Zohar, Figure 
3, element 380). 

As per claim 14, Even-Zohar discloses that multiple animation effects are 
associated with multiple input device selection actions. (See Even-Zohar, Figure 
3, element 330). 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Even-Zohar (U.S. Patent 6,738,065 B1) as applied to claim 4 above, and 
further in view of Heidmann (U.S. Patent 6,057,833). 

As per claim 10, Even-Zohar discloses the limitations of claim 4 as 
described above. Even-Zohar does not disclose expressly that the animation on 
object user interface, or frame control count, displays a pop-up window when 
selected. Heidmann discloses that a pop-up display is enabled when certain 
selections are made. (See Heidmann, Column 5, lines 18-23). Even-Zohar and 
Heidmann are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor 
of creating and editing computer animation programs. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include the pop-up display of Heidmann with the on object user interface, or 
frame control count, of Even-Zohar. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to enable the user to enhance the aesthetic appearance of the display and 
enable the user to draw more quickly and accurately. (See Heidmann, Column 
5, lines 23-27). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Heidmann 
with Even-Zohar for the benefit of improving the interface to provide ease of use 
for the user to obtain the invention as described in claim 10. 
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As per claim 1 1 , Even-Zohar and Heidmann disclose the limitations of 
claim 10 as described above. Heidmann also discloses that the pop-up window 
displays additional information associated with the animation on object user 
interface, or frame control count. (See Heidmann, Column 4, lines 59-67 and 
Column 5, lines 1-12). Heidmann are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor of creating and editing computer animation programs. At 
the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to include the additional information in the pop-up display of Heidmann 
with the on object user interface, or frame control count, of Even-Zohar. The 
motivation for doing so would have been enable the user to draw more quickly 
and accurately. (See Heidmann, Column 5, lines 23-27). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine Heidmann with Even-Zohar for the benefit of 
improving the interface to provide ease of use for the user to obtain the invention 
as described in claim 1 1 . 

As per claim 12, Even-Zohar and Heidmann disclose the limitations of 
claim 10 as described above. Heidmann also discloses that the pop-up window 
allows the user to manipulate the animation of the object. (See Heidmann, 
Column 4, lines 59-67, and Column 5, lines 1-12). Heidmann are analogous art 
because they are from the same field of endeavor of creating and editing 
computer animation programs. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the user manipulation of 
the animation within the pop-up display of Heidmann with the on object user 
interface, or frame control count, of Even-Zohar. The motivation for doing so 
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would have been enable the user to draw more quickly and accurately. (See 
Heidmann, Column 5, lines 23-27). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Heidmann with Even-Zohar for the benefit of improving the interface to 
provide ease of use for the user to obtain the invention as described in claim 12. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Even-Zohar (U.S. Patent 6,738,065 B1) as applied to claim 2 above, and further 
in view of Merrill (U.S. Patent 6,369,821 B2). 

As per claim 23, Even-Zohar discloses the limitations of claim 2 as 
described above. Even-Zohar does not disclose expressly that more than one 
animation effect can be combined, such that they will occur at the same time in 
the animation sequence. Merrill discloses that a "wait" command is used to 
synchronize actions from different animations such that they can occur at the 
same time in the animation sequence. (See Merrill, Column 37, lines 15-17). 
Even-Zohar and Merrill are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor of creating and editing computer animation programs. At the time of 
the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include the "wait" command of Merrill with the list of animation effects 
representing their order in a sequence of computer input device selection actions 
of Even-Zohar. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the 
animation server to handle the scheduling of animations for playback in response 
to animation requests from applications. (See Merrill, Column 37, lines 10-13). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Merrill with Even-Zohar for the 
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benefit of allowing automated scheduling of animations during playback to obtain 
the invention as described in claim 23. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5-8, 15-22, 24, 29-31, and 33-40 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Kroitor (U.S. Patent 6,577,315 B1 ) discloses a computer-assisted 
animation construction system and method and user interface. 

• Okuyama (U.S. Patent 5,867,177) discloses an image display 
method for displaying a scene in an animation sequence. 

• Thomas discloses a method of applying cartoon animation 
techniques to graphical user interfaces. 

• Sun discloses a scene behavioral composition interface using Motif 
widgets. 

• Zheng discloses an interactive visualization tool for viewing and 
manipulating geometric objects. 
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• Gobbetti discloses an integrated environment to visually construct 
3D animations. 

• Susman (U.S. Patent 5,261 ,041 ) discloses a computer controlled 
animation system based on definitional animated objects and 
methods. 

• Chailleux (U.S. Patent 6,404,441 B1 ) discloses a system for 
creating media presentations of computer software application 
programs. 

• Pavley (U.S. Patent 6,317,141 B1) discloses a method and 
apparatus for editing heterogeneous media objects in a digital 
imaging device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Laurie Ries whose telephone number 
is 703-605-1238. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Friday from 7:00am to 3:30pm. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the 
PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have any 
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questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
LAR 




